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Art Unit 
2812 



Ha T. Nguyen 

: . The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with tne corresponaence .udress 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 

. If NO period for reply is specified above the '^'"^^^^^^VZurl^Xl^'^Z^io beiome ABANDONED (36 U.S.C. § 133). 

• »;^«re?^?;rrr.r^rraWeS^^ 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)IEl This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance e-ept for ^sfSt 2l1 " 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 u.^. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) ^26 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) i-fi , in.l9 and 23-26 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim{s) 9 and 20-22 is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ia The drawing(s) filed on 02August2QQl 's/are: m accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) ^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)IElAll b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 12 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3 □ copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in th.s National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been rece^ed^ 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) ^ ^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ ^p^^^^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^^ 

!)□ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948 ^ LJ 

3 □ infomiatlon Disclosure Statement{s) {PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1, 2, 6-10, 1 1, 14, 17, 20, and 23 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: in claims 1 and 2, lines 7, deletion of "is" is suggested for correctness. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 6-10, 11, 14, 17, 20, and 23 variously depend from claim 1 or 2 , they are 

objected to for the same reason. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6, 10, 1 1-13, and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamamoto et al. (U.S. Patent 5585290, hereinafter "Yamamoto") . 

[Claims 1-4] Referring to Figs. 1(a), 1(b), 25, 32(a), 32(b), related text and example 10, 
Yamamoto discloses an active matrix display device comprising a substrate having a gate signal 
line and a drain signal line; a thin-film transistor that is driven being supplied with a scamiing 
signal from the gate signal line, the thin-film transistor having a gate electrode that is made of a 
material different than the gate signal line and has a part of which directly laid on or under the 
gate signal line to establish electrical comiection (or electrically comiected to the gate signal line 
or overlaps with the gate signal line, that is made of a layer different than the gate signal line and 
that is electrically comiected to the gate signal line) (see Fig. 32(b)) ; a pixel electrode that is 
supplied with a video signal from the drain signal line via the thin-film transistor (See col. 1 , 
lines n-col. 3, line 4 and col. 24, lines 18-30). But it does not disclose all the features in a same 
device. However, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art to use 
conventional features in similar device to obtain similar results. 
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[Claims 6 and 1 1-13] Yamamoto also discloses wherein the gate signal line is made of 

aluminum (see col. 1, lines 49-54); 

[Claims 10 and 23-25] wherein the active matrix device is a liquid crystal device (see 

example 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to use Yamamoto' s conventional features to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 1-4, 6, 10, 11-13, and 23-25. 

4. Claims 5, 7, 14-16, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamamoto in view of Yudasaka et al. (U.S. Patent 5563427, hereinafter "Yudasaka"). 

Yamamoto discloses substantially the limitations of claims 5, 7, 14-16, and 26, as shown 
above. It also discloses a display area including a set of pixel regions each having a first thin-film 
transistor; and a driving circuit forming area located outside the display area wherein a gate 
electrode of the first thin-film transistor is made of a material different that a gate signal line and 
is electrically comiected to the gate signal line (see Figs. 25, 33 and col. 6, lines 29-58). 

But it does not disclose expressly a driving circuit having second thin-film transistors and 
gate electrode of each of the second thin-film transistors is made of a material different than a 
wiring layer or electrode and electrically comiected to the wiring layer or electrode; the gate 
electrode of the first thin-fihn transistor is made of the same material as that of each of the 
second thm-film transistors; and the gate signal line is made of the same material as the wiring 
layer or electrode; wherein a semiconductor layer of the first thin-film transistor and/or each of 
the second thin-film transistors is made of polysilicon. However, the missing limitations are well 
known in the art because Yudasaka discloses the use of thin-film transistors in driving area and 
display area with gates of first and second transistors made of a same material (See Fig. 4), and 
polysilicon is used as semiconductor material (see col. 9, lines 20-41). It would have been 
obvious for a person of ordinary skill in the art to use the same low resistively material for wiring 
layer conducting signals to gates or drain /source regions in the first and second transistors, this 
material could be different from the gate electrodes material, as taught by Yamamoto . 

A person of ordinary skill is motivated to modify Yamamoto with Yudasaka to use a 
conventional features in the display device. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Yamamoto with Yudasaka to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 5, 7, 14-16, and 26 . 



5. Claims 8 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamamoto in view of Yamagata et al. (U.S. Patent 6528824, hereinafter "Yamagata"). 

Yamamoto discloses substantially the limitations of claims 8 and 17-19, as shown above. 

But it does not disclose expressly wherein metal layers are formed on a drain region and a 
source region, respectively, of the first thin-film transistor and/or each of the second thin-film 
transistors, and portions of the respective metal layers are exposed through respective contact 
holes that are formed through a passivation film that covers the thin film transistor . 

However, it is well known in the art because Yamagata discloses these features (See fig. 

9A). 

A person of ordinary skill is motivated to modify Yamamoto with Yamagata to obtain 
connections to the drain and source regions . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Yamamoto v^dth Yamagata to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 8 and 17-19. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 9 are 20-22 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 9 are 20-22 recite "wherein the metal layers are formed at the same time as a gate 

electrode of the thin-film transistor is formed". 

These features in combination with the other elements of the claims are neither disclosed 
nor suggested by the prior art of record. 



Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ha Nguyen whose telephone number is (703)308-2706 . 
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examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30AM to 6:00PM, except the first 
Friday of each bi-week. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Niebling, can be reached on (703) 308-3325. The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 308-7722. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 




Ha Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 



03- 07- 03 



